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DETAILED ACTION 
Response to Amendment 

1 . This action is in response to the amendment filed on February 27, 2006. Claims 
1-16 were originally being considered. Per the received amendment, claims 24-67 have 
been added and claims 11-16 have been cancelled. Claims 1-10 and 24-67 are 
currently being considered. 

Response to Arguments 

2. Applicant's arguments, see Remarks, pages 17-18 filed February 27, 2006, with 
respect to the rejection(s) of claim(s) 1-16 under Baize (U.S. Patent No. 6,317,838) 
have been fully considered and are persuasive. Therefore, the rejection has been 
withdrawn. However, upon further consideration, a new ground(s) of rejection is made 
in view of Talton, SR. (U.S. Patent Pub. No. US 2003/0135739) in view of Baize (U.S. 
Patent No. 6,317,838). 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §112 

The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 112: 

The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly 
claiming the subject matter which the applicant regards as his invention. 

3. The term "proximate" in claims 38, 54 and the term "proximity" used in claim 67 
are relative terms which renders the claim indefinite. The terms "proximate" and 
"proximity" are not defined by the claim, the specification does not provide a standard 
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for ascertaining the requisite degree, and one of ordinary skill in the art would not be 
reasonably apprised of the scope of the invention. The secure communication that is 
established by the portable device and the gateway device is said to be established by 
a proximity or by being physically proximate to each other. This establishes ambiguity 
to how close the devices have to be to each other to establish the secure connection. 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

4. Claims 1-10 and 24-67 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 

unpatentable over Talton, SR. (U.S. Patent Pub. No. US 2003/0135739) in view of 

Baize (U.S. Patent No. 6,317,838). 

Regarding claim 1 , Talton discloses: 

A security system for controlling access to a trusted computer network by a client 
computer, comprising: 

a first data store associated with said bastion host and configured to store a set 
of key-password pairs (paragraphs 15-16), wherein the token identifier key is interpreted 
as being the key, and the password is interpreted as being the initial start point] 
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a portable storage device (paragraph 9), wherein the token can be a disk or a 
smart card] 

a second data store associated with said portable storage device and configured 
to store passwords represented in said key-password pairs (paragraph 16), wherein the 
pick set (set of passwords) is encrypted on the token] 

a user operable initialization mechanism that interfaces with said first and second 
data stores, said initialization mechanism generating and storing said key-password 
pairs in said first data store and generating and storing said passwords in said second 
data store (paragraph 1 5-16), wherein the pick sets are generated and the token 
identifier and the initial start point is stored in the first data store (authorizer) and the 
passwords (pick sets) are stored on the portable storage device (token); 

an authentication mechanism having a first component associated with said host 
and having a second component associated with said client computer (paragraphs 17- 
1 8), wherein if the test pick set matches the pick set provided by the user the user is 
authenticated] 

said first component being configured to communicate a key associated with one 
of said key-password pairs to said second component (paragraphs 16-18), wherein if 
the password is correctly sent from the user, the Authorizer sends key material to the 
user so that the pick sets may be decrypted] 

said second component being configured to access said second data store and 
retrieve at least one password represented in said key-password pair (paragraphs 15- 
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1 7), wherein once the pick sets are decrypted, they are sent to the Authorizer for 
authentication] 

said second component being further configured to communicate said at least 
one password to said first component based on input from the user and based on said 
key communicated from said first component (paragraphs 15-17), wherein once the pick 
sets are decrypted, they are sent to the Authorizer for authentication. 

Talton does not explicitly disclose a bastion host that controls access to a trusted 
computer network. Baize discloses a firewall, which filters remote requests to secure 
access to protected resources (column 3 lines 53-62). Talton discloses that the 
Authorizer can be used to fetch protected resources or information from a database if 
the user is authenticated (paragraphs 18-19). Talton and Baize are analogous arts 
because both use one-time passwords to protect access to resources. The resources 
of Baize are in a private network protected by a firewall from the insecure Internet. 
Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of 
invention to use the bastion host of Baize in conjunction with Talton in situations where 
the protected resources are being accessed over the Internet to "allow remote users, 
especially Internet users, to access "friendly" and securely to given private resources 
protected by a firewall or the like" (column 3 lines 52-55). 



Claim 4 is rejected as applied above in rejecting claim 1. Furthermore, Talton discloses: 
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The system of claim 1 wherein said portable storage device is a non-volatile 
memory device (paragraph 9), wherein the portable storage device can be a disk or a 
smart card. 

Claim 5 is rejected as applied above in rejecting claim 1. Furthermore, Baize discloses: 

The system of claim 1 wherein said portable storage device is an optical disk 
(paragraph 9), wherein the portable storage device can be a disk or a smart card. 

Claim 6 is rejected as applied above in rejecting claim 1. Furthermore, Talton does not 
explicitly disclose a screening router system that blocks interaction with said trusted 
computer network. Baize discloses a screening router system that blocks interaction 
with said trusted computer network (Figure 1 item 5, column 6 lines 3-9). Talton 
discloses that the Authorizer can be used to fetch protected resources or information 
from a database if the user is authenticated (paragraphs 18-19). Talton and Baize are 
analogous arts because both use one-time passwords to protect access to resources. 
The resources of Baize are in a private network protected by a firewall from the insecure 
Internet. Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the 
time of invention to use the bastion host of Baize in conjunction with Talton in situations 
where the protected resources are being accessed over the Internet to "allow remote 
users, especially Internet users, to access "friendly" and securely to given private 
resources protected by a firewall or the like" (column 3 lines 52-55). 
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Claim 7 is rejected as applied above in rejecting claim 6. Furthermore, Talton does not 
explicitly disclose a screening router system that blocks interaction with said trusted 
computer network. Baize discloses a screening router system that blocks interaction 
with said trusted computer network (Figure 1 item 5, column 6 lines 3-9, 33-48). Talton 
discloses that the Authorizer can be used to fetch protected resources or information 
from a database if the user is authenticated (paragraphs 18-19). Talton and Baize are 
analogous arts because both use one-time passwords to protect access to resources. 
The resources of Baize are in a private network protected by a firewall from the insecure 
Internet. Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the 
time of invention to use the bastion host of Baize in conjunction with Talton in situations 
where the protected resources are being accessed over the Internet to "allow remote 
users, especially Internet users, to access "friendly" and securely to given private 
resources protected by a firewall or the like" (column 3 lines 52-55). (column 6 lines 33- 
48). 



Claim 8 is rejected as applied above in rejecting claim 1. Furthermore, Talton discloses: 

The system of claim 1 further comprising session management system that 
restricts interaction with said trusted computer network to an authenticated active 
session (paragraphs 15-18). 



Claim 9 is rejected as applied above in rejecting claim 1 . Furthermore, Talton discloses: 
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The system of claim 1 further comprising session management system that 
restricts interaction with said trusted computer network to predetermined time duration 
(paragraphs 15-18). 

Claim 10 is rejected as applied above in rejecting claim 1. Furthermore, Baize 
discloses: 

The system of claim 1 further comprising a plug-in module stored on said portable 
storage device and accessible to said client computer to provide said client computer 
with instructions in implementing said second component of said authentication 
mechanism (paragraphs 10, 15-17). 

Regarding claim 24, Talton discloses: 
A security system comprising: 

a device situated between a trusted network and an untrusted network, which 
stores a set of N password-key pairs, N being an integer greater than one (paragraphs 
1 5-1 6), wherein the token identifier key is interpreted as being the key, and the 
password is interpreted as being the initial start point] 

a portable storage device that stores a set of N encrypted values (paragraph 16), 
wherein the pick set (set of passwords) is encrypted on the token] 

a remote client that communicates with said gateway device via the untrusted 
network and accesses said portable storage device (paragraphs 15-17), wherein once 
the pick sets are decrypted, they are sent to the Authorizer for authentication; 
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wherein said remote client receives a key of one said set of password-key pairs 
from said gateway (paragraphs 16-18), wherein if the password is correctly sent from 
the user, the Authorizer sends key material to the user so that the pick sets may be 
decrypted; 

requests an identification value from a user (paragraph 16), wherein a PIN is 
entered by the user 

decrypts a corresponding encrypted value from said set of encrypted values 
using a combination of said identification value and said key (paragraphs 15-16), 
wherein the key material transmitted by the Authorizer is combined with the key material 
stored on the token to decrypt the pick sets; and 

transmits a result of said decryption to said gateway device (paragraph 17), 
wherein the pick set is sent to the Authorizer; and 

wherein said device authenticates said remote client if said result is equal to a 
password of said set of password-key pairs (paragraphs 15-17), wherein once the pick 
sets are decrypted, they are sent to the Authorizer for authentication. 

Talton does not explicitly disclose a gateway that controls access to a trusted computer 
network. Baize discloses a firewall, which filters remote requests to secure access to 
protected resources (column 3 lines 53-62). Talton discloses that the Authorizer can be 
used to fetch protected resources or information from a database if the user is 
authenticated (paragraphs 18-19). Talton and Baize are analogous arts because both 
use one-time passwords to protect access to resources. The resources of Baize are in 
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a private network protected by a firewall from the insecure Internet. Therefore, it would 
have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of invention to use the 
gateway of Baize in conjunction with Talton in situations where the protected resources 
are being accessed over the Internet to "allow remote users, especially Internet users, 
to access "friendly" and securely to given private resources protected by a firewall or the 
like" (column 3 lines 52-55). 

Claim 25 is rejected as applied above in rejecting claim 24. Furthermore, Talton 
discloses: 

The security system of claim 24 wherein said gateway device includes an 
initialization module that generates said set of password-key pairs (paragraph 15-16), 
wherein the pick sets are generated and the token identifier and the initial start point is 
stored in the first data store (authorizer) and the passwords (pick sets) are stored on the 
portable storage device (token). 

Claim 26 is rejected as applied above in rejecting claim 24. Furthermore, Talton 
discloses: 

The security system of claim 24 wherein said gateway device includes an 
initialization module that generates said set of encrypted values (paragraph 16), 
wherein the pick sets are encrypted and can only be decrypted by the user's PIN. 
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Claim 27 is rejected as applied above in rejecting claim 26. Furthermore, Talton 
discloses: 

The security system of claim 26 wherein said initialization module requests said 
identification value from the user, and generates said set of encrypted values from said 
set of password-key pairs (paragraph 16), wherein the pick sets are encrypted and can 
only be decrypted by the user's PIN. 

Claim 28 is rejected as applied above in rejecting claim 27. Furthermore, Talton 
discloses: 

The security system of claim 27 wherein said initialization module generates 
each of said set of encrypted values by encrypting a respective password of said set of 
password-key pairs with a combination of a respective key of said set of password-key 
pairs and said identification value (paragraph 16), wherein the pick sets are encrypted 
and can only be decrypted by the user's PIN. 

Claim 29 is rejected as applied above in rejecting claim 28. Furthermore, Talton 
discloses: 

The security system of claim 28 wherein said combination of said respective key 
and said identification value includes a function of said respective key and said 
identification value encrypted with a symmetric key (paragraph 16), wherein the pick 
sets are encrypted and can only be decrypted by the user's PIN. 
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Claim 30 is rejected as applied above in rejecting claim 29. Furthermore, Talton 
discloses: 

The security system of claim 29 wherein said function is a bitwise exclusive-or 
(paragraph 16), where using an XOR function to combine data was well-know in the art 
at the time of invention. 

Claim 32 is rejected as applied above in rejecting claim 24. Furthermore, Talton 
discloses: 

The security system of claim 24 wherein said gateway device filters out all 
packets bound for the trusted network, except for packets from said remote client once 
said remote client has been authenticated by said gateway device (paragraphs 16-18), 
wherein if the pick sets don't match, the request is not authorized and thereby dropped. 

Claim 33 is rejected as applied above in rejecting claim 24. Talton does not explicitly 
disclose that the gateway device revokes authentication after a predetermined period. 
Baize discloses that one time passwords change on a regular basis based on 
predetermined periods (column 7 lines 45-61). Talton and Baize are analogous in that 
both use one-time passwords. It would have been obvious to use expiring passwords in 
the system of Talton so that the passwords "can not be "replayed"" (column 3 lines 27- 
33). 
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Claim 35 is rejected as applied above in rejecting claim 24. Furthermore, Talton 
discloses: 

The security system of claim 24 wherein said combination of said identification 
value and said key includes a function of said key and said identification value 
encrypted with a symmetric key (paragraph 16), wherein the pick sets are encrypted 
and can only be decrypted by the user's PIN. 

Claim 37 is rejected as applied above in rejecting claim 24. Furthermore, Talton 
discloses: 

The security system of claim 24 wherein said gateway device uses said set of 
password-key pairs at most once (paragraph 13). 

Claim 38 is rejected as applied above in rejecting claim 24. Furthermore, Talton 
discloses: 

The security system of claim 24 wherein said gateway device includes an 
initialization module that generates said set of password-key pairs and said set of 
encrypted values, and stores said set of encrypted values into said portable storage 
device when said portable storage device is physically proximate to said gateway 
device (paragraphs 15-16). 

Claim 39 is rejected as applied above in rejecting claim 24. Furthermore, Talton 
discloses: 



Application/Control Number: 10/001,687 Page 14 

Art Unit: 2131 

The security system of claim 24 wherein said portable device is associated with a 
user identifier, said remote client communicates said user identifier to said gateway 
device, and said gateway stores a set of password-key pairs for each user identifier 
(paragraphs 15-17). 

5. Claim 31 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable overTalton, 
SR. (U.S. Patent Pub. No. US 2003/0135739) in view of Baize (U.S. Patent No. 
6,317,838) in further in view of Rasmussen et al. (U.S. Patent No. 5,301,247). 

Claim 31 is rejected as applied above in rejecting claim 24. Talton does not explicitly 
disclose wherein each password-key set is numbered and associated with an index 
number i, said gateway sending the index number to the remote client to select the set 
of encrypted values. Rasmussen discloses a table entry associated with a key being 
sent to a remote station to determine which key is to be retrieved from the key table 
(column 2 lines 57-65). Talton, Baize and Rasmussen are analogous arts in that all of 
them delineate a key exchange between a remote station and another station for the 
purposes of secure and authenticated communication. It would have been obvious to 
one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of invention to use the key table entry to 
determine which key is to be retrieved so that the keys can be quickly determined and if 
the received key table entry value does not match to determine an error (column 2 lines 
57-65). 
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6. Claim 34 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Talton, 
SR. (U.S. Patent Pub. No. US 2003/0135739) in view of Baize (U.S. Patent No. 
6,317,838) in further in view of Feit et al. (U.S. Patent Pub. No. US 2001/0056354 A1). 

Claim 34 is rejected as applied above in rejecting claim 24. Talton-Baize disclose a 
connection between a remote client and a server/gateway, but do not explicitly disclose 
that the connection is a SSL connection. Feit discloses a SSL connection between a 
client (remote device) and a web server (gateway) (paragraph 40). It would have been 
obvious to employ SSL as in Feit in the system of Talton-Baize to "add security to such 
a connection" (paragraph 40) and to "provide a remote user a secured channel for 
transmitting data over the Internet (paragraph 40). 

7. Claims 40-55 are method claims analogous to the system claims 24-39 rejected 
above, and therefore, are rejected following the same rationale. 

8. Claims 56-67 are device/apparatus claims analogous to the system claims 24-39 
rejected above, and therefore, are rejected following the same rationale. 
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Conclusion 



Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Kaveh Abrishamkar whose telephone number is 571- 
272-3786. The examiner can normally be reached on Monday thru Friday 8-5. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Ayaz Sheikh can be reached on 571-272-3795. The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 
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